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SELF-DETERMINATION HAVING 
A HARD TIME 

The pbinciple of the right of self-determination is 
not dead. We are in receipt of an article, entitled 
"Das Recht der Minderheiten," by Von Johannes Tiedje, 
of Berlin, in which he develops with measured reasoning 
the proposition that the right of self-determination in 
territories taken from Germany is and can be the only 
guarantee of any future peace in Europe. The Council 
of the League of Nations has, in our judgment, done 
violence to this principle in a number of ways, particu- 
larly with reference to the disposition of Eupen and 
Malmedy. Under Article 34 of the Paris Peace Treaty, 
it is the duty of the League to decide whether the trans- 
fer to Belgium of the sovereignty of Germany over the 
districts of Eupen and Malmedy shall be final. Under 
the terms of the treaty, the League must decide the 
question after the Belgian Government has communi- 
cated to it the result of the public expression of opinion 
held under the auspices of the Belgian authorities and 
designed to give to the people of the districts an oppor- 
tunity to record their desire to remain under German 
sovereignty. Such a situation is indefensible. 

The German Government has addressed to the Presi- 
dent of the Supreme Council and to the Secretary Gen- 
eral of the League of Nations a series of protests that 
the Belgian Government was making it impossible for 
the people of Eupen and Malmedy freely to register 
their wishes, the German Government proposing that a 
commission be appointed by the League of Nations to 
supervise the consultation of the people in those dis- 
tricts. The Council of the League has taken the posi- 
tion that it has no right under the treaty to interfere 
in Eupen and Malmedy "until the Belgian Government 
has communicated the result of the public expression of 
opinion and until the interval of six months prescribed 
by the treaty had elapsed." The Council has decided 
that Belgium, however, "definitely confirmed the trans- 
fer of the districts to the sovereignty of Belgium." 
The German Government has protested against this de- 
cision, denying the competency of the Council to deal 
with the matter. The Council has confirmed its com- 
petency in the premises ; but when the German Govern- 
ment protested regarding the alleged breach of the 
Treaty of Versailles because of the action of the "De- 
limitative Commission," charged with fixing the frontier 
between Germany and Belgium, the Council has held 
that it is not competent to take action in the matter. 
Behavior such as this, calculated to promote ill-will and 
hatred, is characteristic of any purely political inter- 
national organization such as is this League of Nations. 



Thus it is a constant source of irritation and danger. 
The right of self-determination is a peace principle. 
The League of Nations, under its present form of or- 
ganization, exists for the defense and perpetuity of 
numberless war principles. The two are twain and 
never, never can meet. 



FREEDOM TO COMMUNICATE 

Internationalism, in the best sense of that word, is 
only possible at its maximum of efficiency and power 
when there is equal facility, fullness, and accuracy of 
transmission of news and of opinion. 

When this problem is studied from # the interconti- 
nental aspect, it at once becomes obvious that on the 
technical side the case rests on ownership, operation, and 
motivation in use of the cable and radio systems of 
communication. They are costly to build and main- 
tain and, of necessity, are relatively few in number. 
Control of these means of communication during the 
World War, so far as the Allies were concerned, nat- 
urally came, in the course of time, to be a war function ; 
and such cables and radio systems as were owned and 
operated by Germany were early seized by the Allies. 

With the close of the war, there came the necessity 
of settling formally the distribution of the cable systems 
taken from Germany, and also the need of laying down, 
if possible, some general principles or code by which all 
the governments should in due time govern their peace 
control of the arteries of the world's communication 
service. Under the terms of the Paris Treaty, steps 
were taken to solve this problem, and discussion of a 
preliminary sort has been going on in Washington, by 
commissioners from Great Britain, France, Italy, Japan, 
and the United States, since October. On another page 
we make comment on some of the aspects of the problem 
on its news side. 

Even had there been no evidence prior to the 1914- 
1918 war as to the highly strategical importance of solu- 
tion of this issue, it would have clamored for discussion 
and action. But the experiences of the war made the 
situation acute. A controlled cable or radio line may, 
and in fact does, become a potential or an actual weapon 
of offense of defense to any nation with title to operate 
it exclusively and with power to defend that title. It 
is a power that in times of peace as well as during 
formal military war can be used to cripple the trade, 
misinform the press, and hamper the diplomacy of a 
rival nation. A cable or a radio line can be, has been, 
and even now is being used for the most narrow na- 
tionalistic purposes. Without agreement between na- 
tions as to ethics of management of lines of news com- 



